March 10, 2004 Planning Commission Meeting Item No.

MILPITAS PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT

Category: Public Hearing Report prepared by: Kim Duncan

Public Hearing: Yes: X No:

Notices Mailed On:  2-27-04 Published On:  2-26-04 Posted On:  2-27-04

TITLE: USE PERMIT NO. UP2003-59 and ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT NO, EA2004-3

Proposal: Request for approval of a 61,122 square foot religious facility in a
vacant building located in the Industrial Park (MP) zoning district.

Location: 1494 California Circle

APN: 086-31-058 and 059

RECOMMENDATION: Approval with conditions

Applicants: Everlasting Private Foundation, 19770 Stevens Creek Boulevard,
Cupertino, CA 95014

Property Owner: same as applicant

Previous Action(s): “8” Zone Approval and Amendments

General Plan Designation: Industrial Park

Present Zoning: Industrial Park with “S” Zone overlay (MP-S)

Existing Land Use: Vacant industrial buildings

Agenda Sent To: Applicant and property owner

Attachments: Plans, project description, environmental assessment EA2004-3, risk
analysis

PJ# 3172

BACKGROUND

On April 7, 1983, the Planning Commission approved an “S” Zone application for development
of a 5.43 acre parcel within the Dixon Landing Business Park for a 61,122 square foot research

and development building. Subsequent approvals include “S” Zone Approval Amendments for
building signage, roof screen and roll up door conversions
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Site and Area Description ,

The project site is located in a vacant 61,122 square foot research and development building in
the Dixon Landing Business Park, located south of Dixon Landing Road and east of I-880. The
5.45 acre parcel is bound to the west by California Circle, to the east by the Penitencia Creek and
south of Dixon Landing Road.

Surrounding land uses to the north, west and south of the site include light industrial businesses,
such as Ginix and Credence, as well as restaurants and hotels that serve the area, such as
Starbucks and Residence Inn, Multi-family residential uses are located east of the Penitencia
Creek and single-family residential uses north of Dixon Landing Road. The project site is
designated by the Milpitas General Plan, as well as currentty zoned, Industrial Park (MP).
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THE APPLICATION

Pursuant to Milpitas Municipal Code Sections 35.04-4 (Industrial Park, Conditional Uses -
Churches) and Section 57.00 (Use Permits), the applicant is requesting approval of Use Permit
No. UP2003-59 for a religious facility within the Industrial Park (MP) zoning district.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The applicant is proposing to operate a religious facility in a vacant, 1-story research and
development building that was previously used as a training/education facility for Sun
Microsystems in the Dixon Landing Business Park. Conversion of the 61,122 square foot
building will take place in 2 phases of construction. The first phase will create a 4,485 square
foot sanctuary to accommodate 299 parishioners, 2,244 square foot open office area and remodel
existing bathrooms. The second phase of construction will increase the sanctuary to
approximately 10,685 square feet (to accommodate 750 parishioners), choir room, 9,020 square
foot multi-purpose room and remodel existing classrooms.
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Table 1: Living Word Baptist Church Proposed Uses/Hours of Operation (on build-out

Proposed Uscs Proposed Hours of Proposed Days of
Opecration Opcration
»  Administrative offices 9:00 a.m.-3:00 p.m. Sunday
»  Church services and study classes 10:00 a.m.-12:30 p.m.
* (Closed Monday
»  Administrative offices 9:00 am. — 5:00 p.m, Tuesday-Thursday
» Bible study 9:30 am.-11:30 am,
»  Evening bible study and teacher’s meetings | 7:30 p.m.-9:30 p.m.
»  Administrative offices 9:00 a.m, — 5:00 p.m, Friday
»  Youth activities and prayer night 7:30 p.m.-11:00 p.m.
»  Administrative offices 9:00 a.m.-5:00 p.m Saturday
v Korean study 9:00 a.m.-12:00 p.m
*  Young adult fellowship 6:30 p.m.-10:00 p.m

Proposed uses of the religious facility upon build-out (see Table 1 above) include administrative
offices, worship services, bible study, training, youth activities, and Korean study. Though
religious instruction will be provided, the project will not be operating as a school, as defined in
the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance, Section 2.69 (institutions that offer instruction required for
public schools by the California State Education Code). The proposed hours of operation will be
Tuesday through Sunday for administrative office uses and small group bible study, as well as
Tuesday through Saturday evenings for religious study and fellowship activities. In addition,
cultural study will be held on Saturday mornings. The project does not include exterior
modifications to the existing building.

ISSUES
Conformance with the General Plan

The proposed use does not conflict with any General Plan policies, and is consistent with
Guiding Principle 2.d-G-2, which encourages development of adequate civic, recreational and
cultural centers in locations for the best service to the community and in ways which will protect
and promote community beauty and growth, While the site is located amidst industrial uses, on a
larger scale, the location provides convenient access to parishioners who live both in the City and
in nearby communities,

Conformance with the Zoning Ordinance

The proposed church facility is consistent with the “MP” Zoning District in terms of land use,
which conditionally permits religious facilities (churches), following review and approval by the
Planning Commission. Due to the off-hours operation of the proposed project, and
implementation of mitigation measures for the project, the proposed use, as conditioned, will not
be detrimental or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity, nor to the public health,
safety, and general welfare.
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The proposed church facility is also consistent with the Zoning Ordinance in terms of
traffic/circulation and promoting the public health, safety, peace, morals, comfort and welfare
consistent with Section 57 of the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance. The religious facility is located in
a vacant industrial building easily accessible from 1-880 and Dixon Landing Road, and will
generate less off-site traffic than the existing research and development use. In addition, the
applicant will be required to implement mitigation measures that include an evacuation/shelter-in
place, Emergency Action Plan and annual reviews by the Fire Department.

Religious use in industrial zoning district

Since the City incorporated in 1954, religious facilities have been allowed in Industrial zoning
districts with conditional use permit approval from the Planning Commission. According to staff
research, the Planning Commission has approved at least seven (7) use permits for religious
facilities in industrial zoned districts since 1990.

Parking

The zoning ordinance sets a minimum parking standard for religious facilities based on seating or
occupancy of the sanctuary or main assembly area, as well as number of classrooms and square
footage of office space. The minimum standard is one space per five (5) seats (or its equivalent),
plus 1 space per classroom and 1 space per 200 square feet of office space. Based on church
facility peak occupancy time of 10:00 a.m. to 12:30 p.m, the minimum required parking for this
project is 199 parking spaces (See Table 2 below), When this site was developed, parking was
based on 1 space per 300 square foot ratio for research and development uses, requiring 203
parking spaces. However, according to plans submitted by the applicant, there are 299 existing
parking spaces provided on the site. Therefore, staff is confident there is more than adequate
parking to accommodate the proposed project parking needs.

Table 2-Living Word Baptist Church Parking Requirements

Parking ordinance Parking required

requirement

Sanctuary 1 space per 5 seats 150 spaces

Classrooms 1 space per 20 spaces
classroom

Offices 1 space per 200 sq.ft. | 29 spaces

net floor area

Total required 199 spaces

Environmental Review

An Initial Study (EA2004-3) and a Mitigated Negative Declaration have been prepared for this
project. The twenty-day public review period was from February 20, 2004 to March 10, 2004.
Any comments received will be presented at the public hearing for this project. The
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environmental impact assessment identifies a potential impact related to Hazards and Hazardous
Materials.

Hazardous Materials: Due to the project’s concentration of children and elderly (defined as
“sensitive receptors” by CEQA) within close proximity to surrounding industrial uses, a
hazardous materials risk appraisal was prepared by Toxichem Management Systems (February 3,
2004). The hazardous materials risk appraisal evaluated the project site, hazardous materials
used by all industrial businesses within 1,000 feet to the east, south and west of the project site,
as well as 2,000 feet to the north, and the likelihood of an accidental spill or release. This
analysis indicated that 4 of the 18 industrial businesses evaluated use liquid hazardous materials,
such as gasoline and isopropyl alcohol, and compressed gases, such as acetylene, nitrogen and
propane. Based on a worst-case evaluation for gasoline, solvent and compressed gas releases, the
appraisal determined the greatest potential impact would be from a gasoline spill incident.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration contains four mitigation measures addressing the hazardous
materials to reduce the potential for significant impact related to an accidental spill or leak. The
mitigation measures include 1) installation of a wind directional sock, in-place communication
system, and manual shutoff ventilation system, 2) an emergency response plan (Plan) for the
religious facility to be prepared and approved by the City’s Fire Department, which must include
provisions for on-site sheltering and evacuation of the proposed religious facility, 3) an annual
update of the emergency response plan with the Milpitas Fire Department, and 4) annual review
of the risk appraisal and installation of additional safety devices as a result of changes in uses in
the surrounding area. The implementation of these four mitigation measures, which have been
incorporated as Conditions of Approval, will reduce the potential impacts to less than significant.

Long Term Impacts

The proposed project is for the operation of a religious facility located in an existing Industrial
Park (MP) zoning district. As conditioned, the applicant will be responsible for annually
updating and modifying the required Emergency Action Plan for Fire Department approval as
new tenants and hazardous materials are introduced into the industrial business park. The
proposed project, as conditioned, will not require more restrictive standards for future tenants of
the business park because of the religious facility.

Solid Waste/Recycling

The applicant is not proposing any new garbage facilities. It is expected that the new use would
not generate higher levels of garbage than the previous research and development use, therefore it
is anticipated the existing waste/recycling facilities would be adequate to serve the new use.
However, as a condition of approval, staff recommends the applicant submit evidence to the City
that minimum refuse and recycling services have been subscribed for the project.

Neighborhood/Community Impact

As conditioned, the proposed religious facility is not anticipated to create a negative community
impact. The project is well suited to the site and peak-parking demands will occur on weekends
and four evenings a week, which is not when neighboring tenants experience their peak demand.
Therefore, staff concludes that the project, as conditioned, will not negatively impact the
surrounding neighborhood.
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Communications

Staff received one telephone communication regarding the proposed religious facility from an
adjacent resident who expressed support for the project. Any future communications will be
presented to the Planning Commission during the public hearing.

RECOMMENDATION

Close the Public Hearing. Adopt Initial Study and Negative Declaration No. EA2004-3 and
approve Use Permit No.UP2003-39 based on the Findings and Special Conditions of Approval
listed below:

FINDINGS

1. The proposed project, as mitigated, will not create any significant environmental impacts as
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act.

2. The proposed religious facility complies with the City’s Zoning Ordinance in terms of land
use and development standards as religious facilities are conditionally allowed in the
Industrial Park (MP) zoning district and no exterior modifications are proposed.

3. The project is consistent with the Milpitas General Plan in terms of land use and Guiding
Principle 2.d-G-2, which encourages development of adequate civic, recreational and cultural
centers in locations for the best service to the community in that it provides a religious
facility in a location that will serve the both the immediate and larger neighborhood
(Citywide).

4, As conditioned, the project is not anticipated to result in a negative community impact as
rellgxous facilities are allowed with appropriate conditions within the Industrial Park (MP)
zoning district.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. This Use Permit No. UP2003- 59 approval is for an approximate 61,122 square foot,
religious facility campus within an existing industrial buildings as shown on the approved
plans dated March 10, 2004, This approval is not for child day care facilities, operation
as a school (as defined by Section 2.69 of the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance), or for any
exterior modifications to the existing building. Any future modification to the project as
proposed will require an “S” Zone Approval Amendment and/or Use Permit Amendment
by the Planning Commission. Minor modifications can be submitted to the Planning
Division for processing pursuant to Section 42 of the zoning ordinance. (P)

2. This use shall be conducted in compliance with all appropriate local, state and federal
laws and regulations, and in conformance with the approved plans. (P)

3. The applicant shall submit a detailed sanctuary seating plan with an application for
building permit to the City for review and approval. (P)

4. (Mitigation Measure 1.) The applicant shall design install a wind directional sock on the
subject site. Additionally, the building shall have an in-place communication system for
notifying occupants via a pre-recorded message in the event of an incident and then
directing them on emergency procedures to follow. Part of the building response system
will also include a ventilation system with manual shutoff control shall shut down airflow
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10.

11.

and to calculate the airflow and air exchanges within the building in the event of an
incident. The Plan will outline the operational aspects of this system shall be submitted
to the Fire Department for review of completeness and approval, prior to building
occupancy. (P, F)

(Mitigation Measure 2.) The applicant shall update, to the satisfaction of the city’s Fire
Department, the Plan on an annual basis. This update shall be conducted by a qualified
safety consultant and shall be coordinated with the City’s Fire Department in order to
assure continuity of the implementation of the plan. (P,F)

(Mitigation Measure 3) The applicant shall prepare, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire
Department, a Plan for the site, which recognizes the nature of risks at the project site
and in the industrial area surrounding the project site. Such a plan shall describe the
evacuation/shelter-in-place programs and all related emergency procedures, The Plan
shall include measures to protect personnel who are on facility premises, both inside and
outside buildings. This plan shall also include emergency supply provisions for a time
period as determined by the Fire Department. The development of the plan is the
responsibility of the applicant and shall be approved prior to building occupancy.
Proper implementation of this plan on an on-going basis shall be achieved by the
property owner, to the satisfaction of the City's Fire Department, by submitting proof, on
an annual basis, which indicates training, annual drills, and outreach have occurred.

(P.F)

(Mitigation Measure 4) The applicant shall annually review the Risk Assessment survey
and install additional safety devices/equipment/safeguards of the protection of occupants
at the site (inside and outside of the building) as a result of changes in uses in the
surrounding area. (P,F)

All roof-top equipment shall be shielded from view in a manner to the approval of the
Planning Commission or its designee as specified in Section X1-10-42.10-2 of the
Milpitas Municipal Code. Prior to the issuance of any permit for any roof-top equipment
which projects above the height of any existing parapet wall or screen, detailed
architectural plans for the screening of this equipment and/or a line-of-sight view analysis
demonstrating that the equipment will not be visible from surrounding view points shall
be reviewed and approved as specified in Section CI-10-42,10-2 of the Milpitas
Municipal Code, in order to assure the screening of said equipment is in keeping with and
in the interest of good architectural design principles. (P)

If at the time of application for permit there is a project job account balance due to the
City for recovery of review fees, review of permits will not be initiated until the balance
is paid in full. (P)

If at the time of application for a certificate of occupancy there is a project job account
balance due to the City for recovery of review fees, a certificate of occupancy shall not be
issued until the balance is paid in full. (P)

Any occupancy of the tenant space for a religious facility shall not occur until all
conditions of approval have been satisfied and verified by the City. (P)
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12. The developer shall not obstruct the noted sight distance areas as indicated on the City

13.

standard drawing #405. Overall cumulative height of the grading, landscaping & signs as
determined by sight distance shall not exceed 2 feet when measured from street elevation.
(E)
Prior to occupancy permit issuance, the property owner/manager shall submit evidence to
the City that the following minimum refuse and recycling services have been subscribed
with BFI for commercial services:
a). An adequate level of service for trash collection, minimum of one 4cyd bin
collected once a week.

b). An adequate level of recycling collection, minimum of one 4cyd bin collected
once a week.

After the applicant has started its business, BFI commercial representative shall
determine the adequacy of the solid waste level of services. If services found to be
inadequate, the property owner/manager shall increase the service to the level determined
by the evaluation. For general information, contact BFI at (408) 432-1234, x-264. (E)

14. The developer shall submit a Sewer Needs Questionnaire and/or Industrial Waste
Questionnaire with the building permit application and pay the related fees prior to Building
Permit issuance by the Building Division. Contact the Land Development Section at (408)
586-3329 to obtain the form(s)/ (E)

{P) = Planning Division

(E) = Engineering
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EVERLASTING PRIVATE FOUNDATION
19770 Stevens Creek Boulevard, Cupertino, California 95014

March 3, 2004

Ms, Kim Duncan

Planner

Planning Department
City of Milpitas

455 E. Calaveras Blvd.
Milpitas, CA 95035-5411

Dear Kim:

Everlasting Private Foundation the owner of 1494 California Circle in Milpitas is a non-
profit organization that is leasing the building out to the Living Word Baptist Church.

The Living Word Baptist Church is also a non-profit organization that has split-off from
the Korean Baptist Church of San Jose to create a new congregation for their members in
the Milpitas area.

The activities envisioned for the Living Word Baptist Church include, worship services,
bible study, Korean study and youth activities.

The Living Word Baptist Church as a tenant is seeking the implementation of a phased
use of the building, but anticipates the following hours of operation at its full capacity:

SUNDAY
Office Hours: 9:00am - 3:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158

Living Word Service: 10:00am — 11:00am; around 150-250 people in
room Q01

Living Word Bible Study:11:30am — 12:30pm; around 75% of the geopl s
attending Living Word Service in roomﬂ(%ﬁ)% iV =D

MAR 0 3 2004

CITY OF MILPITAS
PLANNING DIVIS!HIN



Planning Department
March 3, 2004
Page 2

Team Kid Worship:
Dreamland Worship:

Adult Bible Study:

General Service;

MONDAY
Closed
TUESDAY
Office Hours:
Women’s Bible Study:
LWTF Teacher’s Meeting:
CLD Study:
WEDNESDAY
Oftice Hours:
CLD Study:
Living Word Training:
THURSDAY
Office Hours:
Living Word Practice:

CLD Study:

10:00am — 12:30pm; around 5 children in room 10
10:00am — 12:30pm,; around 35-100 children in
rooms 1029-1033

10:00am — 11:00am; around 75% of the people
attending the General Service in rooms: 1003-1017
(excluding 1013-1014)

11:30am — 12:30pm; from 250-750 people in room
001

9:00am - 5:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158

9:00am — 11:30am; around 20 people in room 1005
7:30pm — 9:30pm; around 25 people in room1008
7:30pm — 9:30pm; around 25-50 people in rooms
1003, 1005, 1006, 1010 and 1011

9:00am - 5:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158

9:00am — 11:30am; around 25 people in room 1003
7:30pm — 9:30pm; around 50 people in room1007
and 1008

9:00am - 5:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158

7:00pm — 10:00pm; around 25 people in room 001

7:30pm — 9:30pm; around 25 people in room 1003



Planning Department

March 3, 2004
Page 3
FRIDAY
Office Hours: 9:00am - 5:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158
Youth Activities: 7:30pm — 10:00pm; around 200-300 people in room
010
Prayer Night: 7:30pm — 11:00pm; around 150 people in room 001
SATURDAY
Office Hours: 9:00am - 5:00pm; around 10 people in rooms: 1062-
1067, 1150, 1154 and 1158
Korean Study: 9:00am — 12:00pm; around 150 people in rooms
1003-1017 (excluding 1013-1014)
Praise Team Practice: 10:00am — 12:00pm; around 25 people, rooms 2 and

5
Young Adult Fellowship: 6:30pm — 10:00pm; 150-750, room 001
Choir Practice: 7:00pm — 9:00pm; around 50 people in room 002

These uses are depicted in the designated rooms that were anticipated by the Living Word
Baptist Church in our lease discussions.

Please contact me if you have any further questions.

Sincerely,




County of Santa Clara

Office of the County Clerk-Recorder
Business Division

County Government Center

70 West Hedding Street, E. Wing, 1* Floor
San Jose, California 95110 (408) 299-5665

ENVIRONMENTAL DECLARATION

For CLERK-RECORDER'S USE ONLY N
. . FOR CLERK-RECORDER FILE STAMP
POSTED ON _FEB 2 § 2004HROUGH AR 11 2004 EN ) %E
IN THE QFFICE OF THE COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER NI PAVI NIV
BRENDA DAVIS, COUNTY CLERK )
BY B HORIUCH aepyTy FEB 2 02004
ERENDA DAVIS, County Clerk-Recotder

Senta Clara County

RN B/ I ORINCHL Dy
NAME OF LEAD AGENCY: Lictiy ef /LM,(?/%@?Z'U By...B.H Deputy

i
NAME QMF APPLICANT. /ML UL o) ﬁjﬁif?‘@ A’fﬁ?«ff’:"ﬂ ’ L/)ﬁééf(fiﬁ/ﬁzw gILEer-RECO R
(=0 L ':}&Z?a"«f" f'?r’zjg(,g}'é ,;v_{t{’;ﬂ,,g?{w« 7 LENO. o

CLASSIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

1. (f" NOTICE OF PREPARATION - gﬁrﬁépt#of Fish and Game
. eceipt #, ‘
2. () NOTICE OF EXEMPTION S WIA%

3, NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION PURSUANT TO PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 21080(C)

()} $1300.00 REQUIRED ($1250.00 STATE FILING FEE AND $50.00 COUNTY CLERK FEE)

( ) CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTION AND/OR DE MINIMUS IMPACT FINDING STATEMENT
ATTACHED - $50.00 COUNTY CLERK FEE REQUIRED

4. NOTICE OF DETERMINATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PURSUANT TO PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE § 211562

() $900.00 REQUIRED ($850.00 STATE FILING FEE AND $50.00 COUNTY CLERK FEE)

( } CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTION AND/OR DE MINIMUS IMPACT FINDING STATEMENT
ATTACHED - $50,00 COUNTY CLERK FEE REQUIRED -

5, Other:

NOTICE TO BE POSTED FOR 40O DAYS.

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED AND ATTACHED TO THE FRONT OF ALL ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENTS LISTED ABOVE (INCLUDING COPIES) SUBMITTED FOR FILING.
CHECKS SHOULD BE MADE PAYABLE TO : COUNTY CLERK-RECORDER.

Board of Supervisors: Donald F. Gage, Blanca Alvarado, Pete McHugh, James T. Beall, Jr., Liz Kniss
Acting County Executive: Peter Kuiras, Jr.
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City Or MILPITAS

Mailing Address: 455 East Caraveras Bourevarn, MiLrrtas, CALIFORNIA g3035-5479 * www,cimilpitas.ca.gov
Temporary Location: 1210 Great Mall Drive

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LIVING WORD BAPTIST CHURCH
EIA NO, EA2004-3

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Mitigated Negative Declaration (a statement
briefly describing the reasons that the proposed project, once mitigated, will not have a
significant effect on the environment) has been completed by the City of Milpitas
Planning Division for the operation of a church in the heavy industrial zoning district as
. described below.

Project Description: The project applicant is requesting Use Permit approval to operate
a religious facility in a vacant research and development building located in the Dixon
Landing Business Park. Proposed uses include religious worship services, religious
study, administrative offices, and youth activities, No exterior building modifications are
proposed.

Project Location: The project is located at 1494 California Circle, Milpitas, CA
(APN: 022-37-011).

Document Availability: A copy of the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration
(and all documents they reference) are available for review at the Planning Division, 455
East Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 95035, You may also obtain a copy of the Initial
Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration by calling Kim Duncan (408) 586-3283 and
requesting one,

Public Review Timeline: Writlen public comment on the Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration may be submitted between February 20, 2004 and March 10, 2004
to the Milpitas Planning Division, Attention Kim Duncan, 455 East Calaveras Boulevard,
Milpitas, CA 95035,

Planning Commission Consideration: It is anticipated that the Planning Commission
will consider this Mitigated Negative Declaration, all written comments received by
March 10, 2004, and the project proposal at its meeting of March 10, 2004 at 7:00 p.m.
Any person wishing to be heard on this item may attend this meeting and address the
Commission. The meeting will be held in the Council Chambers at Milpitas City Hall,
455 East Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA.

Questions: If you have any questions on this project please contact Kim Duncan, Project
Planner, City of Milpitas (408) 586-3283.

General Information: 408.586.3000
Printed on Tree-Free Alternative Paper



City OrF MILPITAS

Mailing Address: 455 East CaLavERAS BOULEVARD, MILPITAS, CALIFORNIA 95035-5470 * www.cLmilpitas.ca.gov
Temporary Location: 1210 Great Mall Drive

LIVING WORD BAPTIST CHURCH
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EA2004-3)
INITIAL STUDY

Project Description:

The proposed project is the operation of a religious facility in a vacant 61,122 square foot
research and development building located at the Oak Creek Business Park. Proposed uses
include administrative offices, religious worship services and classes, youth activities and
cultural study classes. Though religious instruction will be provided, the project will not be
operating as a school, as defined in the Milpitas Zoning Ordinance, Section 2.69 (institutions that
offer instruction required for public schools by the California State Education Code). The
proposed hours of operation will be weekday mornings for administrative office uses and small
group bible study, as well as five evenings a week for religious study and prayer. In addition,
religious services, study, cultural study and fellowship will be held on the weekends. The project
does not include exterior modifications to the existing building.

The project site is located On a 5.45 acre parcel in the Dixon Landing Business Park, south of -
Dixon Landing Road and east of 1880 and California Circle. Surrounding land uses include light
industrial businesses, as well as restaurants and hotels that serve the area, such as Starbucks,

Pacific Magiron, Ginix and Credence, to the north, northwest, west and south of the site. Multi-
family residential uses are located east of the project site and single-family residential uses north

of Dixon Landing Road. The project site is designated by the Milpitas General Plan, as well as
currently zoned, Industrial Park (MP). :

Responses Needing Clarification and Responses to Less Than Significant and Mitigated
Impacts

Listed below are responses to all answers which need clavification or were checked “less than

significant” and “less than significant with mitigation” on the checklist (Part Il of this Initial
Studly). Responses here are presented in the same order in which they appear on the checklist:

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Response to Question VILb:

The project site is located within an existing industrial business park (Dixon Landing Business
Park) which hosts businesses that transport, store and utilize various hazardous materials. The
proposed project will infroduce a sensitive population with low adult-child ratio to potential
exposure of hazardous materials upon an accidental exposure event. However, the peak hours of
operation for the project are primarily five evenings a week and all day on weekends. Therefore,
the limited hours of operation for the proposed project will minimize sensitive receptor exposure
{o hazardous materials from nearby industrial activities during normal daytime operations.

General Tnformation: 408.586.3000
1 Pririted on Tree~Free Alternative Paper



The project’s Risk Assessment outlined the most significant potential impacts for this site to be
those that are created from an incident involving toxic substances generated from neighboring
industrial properties, such as gasoline from Chevron, polymeric isocyanate from Ecyclel, or
perchloroethylene from D&H Manufacturing, According to the resulis of the Risk Assessment,
potential impacts from these off-site risks can be reduced to a non-significant level by the
preparation of a Site Emergency Preparedness Plan [or the building that addresses evacuation
procedures, shelter-in-place program and ventilation system shut-down safety controls,

The Fire Department reviewed the submitted Risk Assessment and recommended safsty
measures for the proposed religious facility that include a wind directional sock and Emergency
Preparedness Plan that addresses in-place communication system, and ventilations system with
manual shutoff control. The Plan shall be updated on an annual basis and descibe the
evacuation/shelter-ni-place program and all related emergency procedures. In addition, the Fire
Department recommends the applicant annually review the Risk Assessment survey and install
additional safety devices/equipment/safeguards for the protection of occupants at the site.

Mitigation Measure 1.: The applicant shall design install a wind directional sock on the subject
site. Additionally, the building shall have an in-place communication system for notifying
occupanis via a pre-recorded message in the event of an incident and then directing them on
emergency procedures to follow. Part of the building response system will also include a *
ventilation system with manual shutoff control shallshut down airflow and to calculate the
airflow and air exchanges within the building in the event of an incident. The Plan will outline
the operational aspects of this system shall be submitted to the Fire Department for review of
completeness and approval, prior 1o building occupancy.

Mitigation Measure 2: The applicant shall update, to the satisfaction of the city’s Fire
Department, the Plan on an annual basis. This update shall be conducted by a qualified safety
consultant and shall be coordinated with the City’s Fire Department in order to assure
continuity of the implemeniation of the plan.

Mitigation Measure 3: The applicant shall prepare, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire
Department, a Plan for the site, which recognizes the nature of visks at the project site and in the
industrial area surrounding the project site. Such a plan shall describe the evacuation/shelter-
in-place programs and all related emergency procedures. The Plan shall include measures to
protect personnel who are on facility premises, both inside and outside buildings. This plan
shall also include emergency supply provisions for a time period as determined by the Fire
Department. . The development of the plan is the responsibility of the applicant and shall be
approved prior to building occupancy. Proper implementation of this plan on an on-going basis
shall be achieved by the property owner, 10 the satisfaction of the City’s Fire Department, by
submitting proof, on an annual basis, which indicates training, annual drills, and outreach have
occurred. ‘




o g “E /ﬁ £y
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Mitigation Measure 4: The applicant shall annually review the Risk Assessment survey and
install additional safety devices/equipment/safeguards of the protection of occupants at the site
(inside and outside of the building) as a result of changes in uses in the surrounding area.

Mandatory Findings of Significance
Response to Question XVIL.c:

The project’s potential for adverse effects on humans were discussed under Hazards and
Hazardous Materials.
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Crty OF MILPITAS

Mailing Address: 455 East CaLAVERAS BOULEVARD, MiLpiTas, CALIFORNIA 950355479 ¢ www.ci.milpitas.cagoy
Temporary Location: 1210 Great Mall Drive

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA) NO. EA2004-3

A NOTICE, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ACT OF 1970, AS AMENDED (PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE 21,000 ET SEQ.),
THAT THE LIVING WORD BAPTIST CHURCH, WHEN IMPLEMENTED WITH
THE REQUIRED MITIGATIONS, WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON
THE ENVIRONMENT.

Project Title: Living Word Baptist Church

Project Deseription: The project applicant is requesting Use Permit approval {o allow
for the operation of a religious facility within an existing 61,122 square fool building,
located in an industrial park (Dixon Landing Business Park), Proposed uses include
administrative offices, religious worship services, religious study, and youth activities,
The project does not include exterior building modifications,

Project Location; Existing 61,122 squdre foot building located at 1494 California Circle
(APN: 022-37-011). S

Project Proponent: Everlasting Private F ou;ndauon, 19770 Stevens Creek Boulevard,
Cupertino, CA 95014,

The City of Milpitas has reviewed the Environmental Impact Assessment for the above
project based on the information contained in the Environmental Information Form and
the Initial Study and finds that the project will have no significant impact upon the
environment with the implementation of the following mitigation measures, as
recommended in the EIA.

Required Mitigation Measures:

Mitigation Measure 1.: The applicant shall design install a wind directional sock on the
subject site. Additionally, the building shall have an in-place communication system for
notifying occupants via a pre-recorded message in the event of an incident and then
directing them on emergency procedures to follow. Part of the building response system
will also include a ventilation system with manual shutoff control shall shut down airflow
and to calculate the airflow and air exchanges within the building in the event of an
incident. The Plan will outline the operational aspects of this system shall be submitted
to the Fire Department for review of completeness and approval, prior to building
OCCUPANCY.

General Information: 408.586.3000

1 EIANo! BAR003 Alsernative Paper
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Mitigation Measure 2: The applicant shall update, to the satisfaction of the city’s Fire
Department, the Plan on an annual basis. This update shall be conducted by a qualified
safety consultant and shall be coordinated with the City's Fire Department in order lo
assure continuity of the implementation of the plan.

Mitigation Measure 3: The applicant shall prepare, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire
Department, a Plan for the site, which recognizes the nature of risks at the project site
and in the industrial area surrounding the project site. Such a plan shall describe the
evacuation/shelter-in-place programs and all related emergency procedures. The Plan
shall include measures to protect personnel who are on facility premises, both inside and
outside buildings. This plan shall also include emergency supply provisions for a time
period as determined by the Five Department. The development of the plan is the
responsibility of the applicant and shall be approved prior to building occupancy.
Proper implementation of ihis plan on an on-going basis shall be achieved by the
property owner, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire Department, by submitting proof, on
an annual basis, which indicates training, annual drills, and outreach have occurred.

Mitigation Measure 4: The applicant shall annually review the Risk Assessment survey
and install additional safety devices/equipment/safeguards of the protectigii/of pecupants
at the site (inside and outside of the building) as a result of changes in uses in the
surrounding area.

2 EIA No, EA2004-3
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Copies of the E.LF. and E.ILA. may be obtained ai the Milpitas Planning Department, 455
E. Calaveras Boulevard, Milpitas, CA 95035,

MMJ

Progect Planner

228/ 0

3 E1A No. EA2004-3

El. |
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ENVIRONMENTAL BEil1437q
IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO: EA2004-3 e
\\ Planning Division 455 B. Calaveras Blvd., Milpitas, CA. 95035 {408) 586-3279 /
Prepared by:Kim Duncan February 19, 2004

- date
Title: Junior Planner

Project title: LIVING WORD BAPTIST CHURCH

Lead Agency Name and Address: CITY OF MILPITAS, 455 E. CALAVERAS BLVD)., MILPITAS, CA 95035

Contact person and phone number: WAYNE OKUBO, {408) 343-1088 x 7335

Project location: 1494 CALIFORNIA CIRCLE, MILPITAS, CA 95035

Project éponsor's name and address:
EVERLASTING PRIVATE FOUNDATION, 19770 STEVENS CREEK BOULEVARD, CUPERTINO, CA 95014

General plan designation: Industrial Park_ 7. Zoning:_Industrial Park —

Description of project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later phases of the
project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its implementation. Attach additional
sheets if necessary.)

Operation of a religious facility in a vacant 61,122 square foot research and development buiiding located in an
Industrial Park zoning district. Uses include religious worship, study ¢classes, administrative offices, cuitural
classes and fellowship. ;

Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project's surroundings:

The project site is located on a 5.45 acre parcel in the Dixon Landing Business Park, south of Dixon Landing
Road and east of 1880 and California Circle. Surrounding_land uses include light industrial businesses, as well
as restaurants and hotels that serve the area, such as Starbucks, Pacific Magtron, Ginix and Credence, o the
north, northwest, west and south of the site. Multi-family residential uses are located east of the project site
and single-family residential uses north of Dixon Landing Road. The project site Is designated by the Milpitas
General Plan, as well as currently zoned, Industrial Park (MP).

Other public agencles whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)
None

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

mia kla FAOAMA D



The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages:

Agriculture Resources D Air Qua%; E« E @g: 3 g

Cultural Resources D Geology / Soils

Aesthetics

Biological Resources

Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality D Land Use / Planning
Mineral Resources Noise D Population / Housing

Public Services Recreation D Transportation / Tréffic;

HpERERNRNEN
HENEEENREEN

UHMilities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

D  find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project couid have a significant effect on the environment, there will not

be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project hgyg__been made by or agresd-to By the
praject proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT s required.

[]
L]

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially sighificant impact” or “potentially significant

unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in
an earlier document pursuant to applicabie legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation
measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

D | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all

potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant fo
that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECILARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

o,

Date: February 20, 2004 Project Planner; e Kim Duncan
Signature Printed Name

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. All answers must take account
of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as project level, indirect as well as
direct, and construction as well as operational impacts,



WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Curnulative

Potentally
Slgnificant
Impact

Less Than
Signlficant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact

Source

AESTHETICS:

Have a substantial adverse effecton a
seenic vista?

L]

R

2,113
18

b)

Substantlally damage sceni¢ resources,
including, but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

]

X

2,11,13
18

c)

Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

]

X

2,411,113
18

d)

Create a new source of substantial fight or
glare which would acversely affect day or
nighttime views in the areas?

e

Ol O 4y o

O O o}

X

211,13
18

ll. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES:

In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant
gnvironmental effects, lead agencies may
rafer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the Callfornia Dept. of
Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. Would the project:

a)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
jmportance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

211,13
17

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

]

L]

211,13
17,18

c)

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could resuit in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

L]

[

L]

X

2,11,13
17,18

Eahriramens 10 D90NA

EIA No, EA2004-3
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

AIR QUALITY:

{Where avallable, the significance crilerla
established by the applicable air quality
management or air poliution control district
may be relied tpon to make the following
determinations), Would the project:

Confllct with or abstruct Implemantation of
the applicable air quality plan?

b}

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

c)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under
" an applicable federat or state ambient air
quality standard (including reteasing
emissions which exceed guantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:
Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any spacies identified as a candidats,
sansifive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California Department of Fish &
Game or U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service?

b)

Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Depatrfment of Fish & Game or
.8, Fish & Wildlife Service?

IMPACT
Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
| Cumulative | Significant With Signlficant No Source
impact Mitigation Impact impact
Incorporated
9
[] [] [] [] R
9
] ] ] [] X
_ 9
] [] [] [] X
2,9
[] L] [] [] D
. 2,9
[] [] [] [] X
1,2,11,
L] ] [] [] D s
1,2,11,
] ] L] ] X] |18

February 19, 2004
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IMPACT
. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Signlficant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitlgation Impact Impact
Incorporated

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on ‘ < 1,2,11,
federally protected wetlands as defined by 18
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act D D D D . M -
{including, but not limited to marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, stc.) through direct removall,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

d) Interfers substantially with the movement - 1,2,11,
of any native resident or migratory fish or 18
wildlife species or with established native D L_—] D D M
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impade the use of native wildiife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or < 1,2,11,
ordinances protecting biological resources, 18,26
such as a tree preservation policy or D D D D M
ordinance?

7 Conflict with the provisions of an adopted . - 1,2,11,
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural - 18
Community Conservation Plan, or other l:l D D D M
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES:
wWould the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the - 2,11,15
significance of a historical resource as 16
defined in §15064.57 D D D |:| M

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the < 2,11,15
significance of an archaeoclogical resource 16
pursuant to §15064.57 D D D D M

c) Directly or indirectly destroy & unique 2,11,15
paleontological resotrce or site or unigue 4 16
geologic feature? D D D D M

d} Disturb any human remains, including 2,11,15
those interred outside of formal M ] ] ] < 5

ose interred outside of forma 16
cemeteries? . £

VI, GEOLOGY AND SOILS:

Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential - 1,8,11,
substantial adverse effects, including the 22
risk of loss, Injury, or death involving: D D D D M

February 19, 2004
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IMPACT
. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentlally Signfficant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation impact impact
incorporated

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 1,8,11
delineated on the most recent Alquist- D I:] D D X
Priolo Earthguake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologlst for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42,

i} Strong seismic ground shaking? _ 1,8,11

’ olo o o|lr |

i)y Selsmic-related ground fallurs, including 1,8,11
liquefaction? D D D D X ’

iv) Landslides? _ 1,8,11

[] [] [] [] |

k) Resul in substantial soil erosion or the 1,8,11
loss of topsoil? ] ] ] ] 24

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is - — 1,8,11
unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially D |‘_':| [:l I::I M
result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liqusfaction or
coliapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in . - 1,811
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code .

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or D D D [:I M
property?

e} Have soils incapable of adequately 18,11,
supparting the use of septic tanks or 22
alternative waste water disposal systems D D D D E]
where sewers are nof available for the
dispesal of waste water?

Vil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or 1,2,27
the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous D D D [——-—l Xl
materials?

h) Create a significant hazard to the public or oot 1,2,27
the environment through reasonably
foreseeahle upset and accident conditions D D M D I:I
Involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 1,27

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter
mile of an existing or proposed school?

X

February 19, 2004
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumuiative

Potentially
Significant
fmpact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incerporatad

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compited
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, wouid it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment? .

]

[]

[]

[]

1,27

For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two milas of & public
use airport, would the project resultin a
safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

1,2,18

For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

1,2,18

g}

Impair implementation of or physlcally
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

1,27

h}

Expose pecple or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

12,18,
27

VIl

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:

Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements?

L]

[

]

[

1,2,21

b)

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies
or interfere aubstantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net
deficit in aguifer volume or a fowering of
the focal groundwater lable level {e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing fand uses or planned uses
for which permits have been granted?

[]

]

L]

L]

1,2,21

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the slte or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or situation on-
or off-site?

1,2,23

February 19, 2004
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

lL.ess Than
Signlficant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which wouid result in flooding on-
or off-site?

[]

L]

L]

[l

1,2,20,
23

Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned storm water drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff as it relates to C3
regulations for development?

1,2,23

Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality?

L]

L]

L

1,2,21,
23

Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on g federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map orother flood hazard delineation
rmap?

]

[]

1,2,20

h)

Place wilhin a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

1,2,20

Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, Injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

1,2,20

)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or
mudfiow?

1,2,18,
20

LAND USE AND PLANNING:

a)

Physically divide an established
community?

2,13,18

February 19, 2004
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WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

b)

Conflict with any applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project {(including, but
not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

]

O

[

.

X

2,11,12
13

Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

2,18

MINERAL RESQURCES:

a)

Result in the loss of availabitity of a known
mineral resource that would be of vaiue to
inhe region and the residents of the state?

2,11,18

Result in the loss of availability of a localiy-
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other fand use plan?

2,11,18

. NOISE:

Resuft in exposure of persons to or
generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general
plan or nolse ordinance, or appiicable
standards of other agencies?

2,11,18

b)

Result in exposure of persans to or
generatlon of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundberne noise levels?

2,11,18

c)

Result in a substantial permanent increase
in ambient noise leveis in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the
projact?

2,11,18

Result in a substantial temporary or
veriodic increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

2,11,18

February 19, 2004
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IMPACT
. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentlally Significant lLess Than
Cumulattve | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigatlan Impact Impact
Incorporated
e} For a project located within an airport land 2,11,18

heen adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use alrport, would the
project expose people residing or working -
in the project area to excessive noise
lavels?

use pian or, where such a plan has not D D D D K

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a private . 2,18

airstrip, would the project expose people D D [:] |:] %

residing or working in the project area to
excesslve noise levels?

Xil. POPULATION AND HOUSING;

a) Induce substantial population growth In an 2,18
area, elther directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or D D D D N
indirectly {for example, through extension
of roads ot other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 2,18

housing, necessitating the construction of D D D D }E

replacement housing elsewhere?

¢) Displace substantial numbers of people, 2,18

necessitating the construction of D l__—l D D }AV‘

replacement housing elsewhere?

XIli, PUBLIC SERVICES:

a) Would the project result in substantial 2,11,18
adverse physical Impacts associated with A%
the provision of new or physically altered D D D D M 19
governmental facilities, need for new or
physlcally altered government facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

February 19, 2004 10 " EIA No. EA2004-3
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IMPACT

. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Significant Less Than
Cumulative | Significant With Significant No Source
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact

Incorporated

XIV. RECREATION:

a) Would the project increase the use of < 2,11,18
existing neighborhood and reglonal parks
or other recraational facilities such that D D D D M
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

by Does the project include recreational - 211,18
facilities or require the construction ot
expansion of recreational facilities which I:I D D D N
might have an adverse physicai effect on
the environment?

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC:

Would the project:

a) Catt).]'&‘:[e an increase in traffic which is " 2,11,13
substantial in relation to the existing traffic 119
load and capagcity of the street system (i.e,, D |:| D D g
result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the voiume to
capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersactions)?

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, — 2,11,13
a level of service standard established by : 19
the county congestion management D D D D M
agency for designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, - 2,11,13
including either an increase in traffic levels 19
or & change in location that results in D D D D M
substantial safety risks?

d} Substantially increase hazards due to a 2,11,13
design feature {e.g., sharp curves or P 19
dangerous intersections) or incompatible D D D D M
uses {e.g., farm equipment)?

o) Result In inadequate emergency access? . 2,11,19

| ] ] L] [] X
f) Resultininadequate parking capacity? 2,11,13
] L] L] [] > |
February 19. 2004 11 ElA No. EA2004-3




IMPACT

. Less Than
WOULD THE PROJECT: Potentially Slgnificant Less Than
Cumulatlva | Significant With Slgnliicant No Source
[mpact Mitlgation Impact Impact
incorporated
g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 2,18,19
programs supporting alternative I:] D ]:] |:| ] .
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle .
racks)?

XVLUTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment 2,22

requirements of the applicable Regional D D D I::I )I{

Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new N 2,22
watar or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the D D D I:I =
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of new 2,22

. [ S
storm water drainage facliities or - ]
expansion of existing facilities, the E D [:I I:I &
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 2,22

serve the project from existing entitlements D D D D }I{

and resources, or are new or expanded
entitlements needed?

e) Resultin a determination by the ‘{' 2,22
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has D D EI D >A
adequate capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 2,18

permitted capacity to accommodate the D D D D X

project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local - 1,22

statutes and regulations related to solid | [ ] ] [] [:] <

waste?

February 19, 2004 12 EIA No. EA2004-3



WOULD THE PROJECT:

IMPACT

e

% {

Cumulative

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Lass Than
Slgnificant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

XVIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

SIGNIFICANCE:

a)

Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildiife
population to drop below self-sustaining
lavels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or efiminate impartant
examples of the major periods of Califomia
history or pre-history?

1,2,
11,13,
15,16
17,18
26

Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
cansiderable? (“Cumulativaly
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a projett are considerable when
vigwed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?

2,18

Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human heings, either
directly or indirectly?

1,2,27

February 19, 2004

13

EIA No. EA2004-3



Rl R A L o S

| TR N T T N T 0 S N TR W TR N S S S g e e e e e e
I G R N - B R = I NIV O I T S =

Ei143 1

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
SOURCE KEY

Environmental Information Form submitted by applicant

Project plans

Site Specific Geologic Report submitted by applicant

Traffic Impact Analysis submitted by applicant

Acoustical Report submitted by applicant

Archaeological Reconnaissance Report submitted by applicant
Other EIA or EIR (appropriate excerpts attached)

Algquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones Maps

BAAQMD Guidelines for Assessing Impacis of Projects and Plans
Santa Clara Valley Water District

Milpitas General Plan Map and Text

Milpitas Midtown Specific Plan Map and Text
Zoning Ordinance and Map -
Acrial Photos

Register of Cultural Resources in Milpitas

Inventory of Potential Cultural Resources in Milpitas
Field Inspection

Planner’s Knowledge of Area

Experience with other project of this size and nature
Flood Insurance Rate Map, September 1998

June 1994 Water Master Plan

June 1994 Sewer Master Plan

July 2001, Storm Master Plan

Bikeway Master Plan

Trails Master Plan

Other: Milpitas Municipal Code
Other: Milpitas Fire Department

14
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST RESPONSES AND ANALYSIS

The following discussion includes explanations of answers to the above questions regarding potential
environmental impacts, as indicated on the preceding checklist. Each subsection is annotated with the
number corresponding 1o the checklist form.

EXISTING SETTING:

* The project site is located on a 5.45 acre parcel in the Dixon Landing Industrial Park, south of Dixon
Landing Road and east of I880 and California Circle. Surrounding land uses include light industrial
businesses to the north, northwest, west and south of the site. Residential uses are located east of the
project site and north of Dixon Landing Road. The project site is designated by the Milpitas General Plan,
as well as currently zoned, Industrial Park (MP).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The applicant is proposing to operate a religious facility in a vacant 61,122 square foot research and
development building located in the Dixon Landing Business Park. Proposed uses include administrative
offices, religious classes, worship, Korean study, youth activities and parishioner fellowship.

Attachment to Living Word Baptist Church, UP2003-59
Project Number EA2004-3

Discussion of Checklist/Legend

PS:  Potentially Significant Impact

LS/M: Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporation
1.8:  Less Than Significant Impact

NI No Impact

I. AESTHETICS

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? NL

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? NL.

¢) Would the project substantiall)} degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings? NL

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area? NL

February 19, 2004 ' 15 EIA No. EA2004-3



II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? NL

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contracl? NI

¢) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use? NIL

I AIR QUALITY

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan? NIL

a——

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing
or projected air quality violation? NL

¢) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)? NI

d) Would the project expose sensitive receplors to substantial pollutant concentrations? NI

¢) Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? NL

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Environmental Impacts

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish & Game or U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service? NL

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified

in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish & Game or U.S.
Fish & Wildlife Service? NL

16



£11431

c¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? NL

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites? NL '

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree .
preservation policy or ordinance? NL

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservalion Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? NI,

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5? NL

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57 NL -

¢) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
unique geologic feature? NI

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries? NL

V1. GECLOGY AND SOILS

Environmental Impacis

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geéology
Special Publication 42. NL

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? NL

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? NI

17



iv) Landslides? NI %?l % E 4@' 3 §

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? NI

¢) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide,
lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? NL

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? NL

¢} Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
waste water? NI

VIL HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERITALS

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? NL

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment? LS/M.

Impact 1. The proposed project site is located in an existing industrial park developed with businesses
such as Chevron, eCycle, D&H Manufacturing and Xoft Cicro Tube. The applicant is proposing to operate
a religious facility in an existing research and development building which could subject sensitive
receptors (children and elderly) to hazardous materials in the event of an accidental release. According fo
a risk assessment submitied by the applicant, there arve 4 facilities within ¥+ mile of the project site that
contain or use hazardous materials in excess of threshold planning quantities, therefore the impact would
be considered significant unless mitigated. However, the risk assessment recommends preparation of a
Emergency Preparedness Plan (Plan) that incorporates evacuation procedures, a shelter-in-place
program, and venlilation system shut down safety controls. In addition, the Milpitas Fire Department
recommends the applicant install an in-place communication system, annual updates of the Plan and
annual reviews of the Risk Assessment survey. Therefore, with these programs in place, the impacts would
be reduced to a level of less than significant with mitigation incorporation,

MM 1: The applicant shall design install a wind directional sock on the subject site. Additionally,
the building shall have an in-place communication system for notifying occupants via a pre-recorded
message in the event of an incident and then directing them on emergency procedures to follow. Part of the
building response system will also include a ventilation system with mannal shutoff control shall shut down
airflow and to calculate the airflow and air exchanges within the building in the event of an incident. The
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Plan will outline the operational aspects of this system shall be submitted to the Fire Department for review
of completeness and approval, prior to building occupancy.

MM 2: The applicant shall update, to the satisfaction of the city’s Fire Department, the Plan on an
annual basis. This update shall be conducted by a qualified safety consultant and shall be coordinated with
the City’s Fire Department in order to assure continuity of the implementation of the plan.

MM3: The applicant shall prepare, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire Department, a Plan for the
site, which recognizes the nature of risks at the projeet site and in the industrial area surrounding the project
site. Such a plan shall describe the evacuation/shelfer-in-place programs and all related emergency '
procedures. The Plan shall include measures to protect personnel who are on facility premises, both inside
and outside buildings. This plan shall also include emergency supply provisions for a time period as
determined by the Fire Depariment. The development of the plan is the responsibility of the applicant and
shall be approved prior to building occupancy. Proper implementation of this plan on an on-going basis
shall be achieved by the property owner, to the satisfaction of the City’s Fire Department, by submitting
proof, on an annual basis, which indicates training, annual drills, and outreach have occurred.

MM 4: The applicant shatl annually review the Risk Assessment survey and install additional safety
devices/equipment/safeguards of the protection of occupants at the site (inside and outside of the building)
as a result of changes in uses in the surrounding area.

¢) Would the projectemit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? NL

d) Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment? NI

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project site? NI

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project site? NL

g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? NL

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where

residences are intermixed with wildlands? NI,

VIIL. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? NI
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&
b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supphes or interfere substantl ly vglth:ﬁ {fﬁ % EV
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowerlng of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)? NL

¢) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
resull in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-gite? NI .

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or arca,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? NL,

&) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff? NL

f) Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality? NL

g) Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?
The project sile contains areas that lie within Zone A which is subject 102100 year flood
hazard and Zone X which is subject to a 500 year flood hazard. NL

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede
or redirect {lood flows? NIL

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including {looding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? NI

i) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? NIL

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Environmental Impacls

a) Would the project physically divide an established community? NL

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect? NI.

¢) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan? NL
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES | E Ei :% 5’% ;,g g..

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the state? NL

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resou'rce
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? NL

XI. NOISE

Environmental Impacts

a) Would the project result in exposure of persons {o or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies? NI

b) Would the project result in exposure of persons 1o or generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels? NI

¢) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project? NL :

o

d) Would the project result in a substantial femporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? NL

¢) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project site to excessive noise levels? NL

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project site to excessive noise levels? NL

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Environmental Impacts
a) Would the project induce substaniial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through

exlension of roads or other infrastructure)? NL

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? NL

¢) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere? NL
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XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES

The project site is served by the following service providers:

. Fire Protection. Fire protection is provided by the City of Milpitas Fire Department
which provides structural fire suppression, rescue, hazardous materials control and public
education services. .

. Police Protection. Police protection is provided by the City of Milpitas Police
Department. . ’
. Schools. Educational facilities are provided by the Milpitas Unified School District

that operates kindergarten through high school services within the community. Schools that
would serve the project include Milpitas High School (grades 9-12), middle schools (grades 6-
8) and elementary schools (grades K-5).

. Maintenance. The City of Milpitas provides public facility maintenance, including
roads, parks, street trees and other public facilities. Milpitas’ Civic Center is located at 455 E.
Calaveras Boulevard.

o Other governmental services. Other governmental services are provided by the City of
Milpitas including community development and building services and related governmental
services. Library service Ts'provided by the Santa Clara County Library.

Environmenial Impacts

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire Protection? NI.

Police Protection? NI

Schools? NL

Parks? NL

Other Public Facilities? NIL

X1V. RECREATION

Environmental Iimpacts
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a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? NL

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? NL

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Major roadways serving the site include: Dixon Landing Road and Interstate 880.

Environmental Impacts

Would the project:
a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in gither the number of vehicle

{rips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? NI

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? NL

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks? NL

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (¢.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections). NI

¢) Result in inadequate emergency access? - NL
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? NL

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? NI,

XVL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS --

The project site is served by the following service providers:
e Electrical and natural gas power: Pacific Gas and Electric Company
¢ Communications: AT&T and Southern Bell Corporation

e Water supply: Provided by the City of Milpitas with the wholesale providers being either
the San Francisco Water Department or the Santa Clara Valley Water District

o Recycled water: South Bay Water Recycling Program
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e Sewage treatment; Provided by the City of Milpitas and treated at the San Jose/Santa Clara
Water Pollution Plant in San Jose.

s Storm drainage: City of Milpitas
» Solid waste disposal: Disposal is at the Newby Island Landfill, operated by BFI
¢ (Cable Television: Comeast

Environmental Impacts,

Would the project:

a) BExceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board? NL

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilitics or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? NL

¢) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? NI

—

e

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? NI

¢) Result in a determination by the wastewater treaiment provider thal serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments? NI

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity 1o accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs? NI

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? NI

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? NL

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? NL
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¢) Does the project have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? LS/M.

Impact 1. The proposed project site is located in an existing industrial park developed with businesses
such as Chevron, eCycle, D&H Manufacturing and Xoft Cicro Tube. The applicant is proposing to operate
a religious facility in an existing research and development building which could subject sensitive
receptors (children and elderly) to hazardous mgterials in the event of an accidental release. According to
a risk assessment submitted by the applicant, there are 4 facilities within % mile of the project site that
contain or use hazardous materials in excess of threshold planning quantities, therefore the impact would
be considered significant unless mitigated, However, the risk assessment recommends preparation of a Site
Emergency Preparedness Plan that incorporates evacuation procedures, a shelter-in-place program, and
ventilation system shut down safety controls. In addition, the Milpitas Fire Department recommends the
applicant design an airborne chemical monitoring system, in-place communication system, annual update
of the Emergency Action Plan and annual reviews of the Risk Assessment survey. Therefore, with these

programs in place, the impacts would be reduced to a level of less than significant with mitigation
incorporation.

e e
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

|

LIVING WORD BAPTIST CHURCH AT 1494 CALIFORNIA CIRCLE

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT NO. EA2004-3

(USE PERMIT NO. UP2003-59

Mitigation Measure

Implementation,
Responsibility & timing

Monitoring
Responsibility

Shown on
Plans

Verified
Implement.

Remarks

Mitigation Measure 1:

The applicant shall design install a wind directional
sock on the subject site. Additionally, the building
shall have an in-place communication system for
notifying occupanis via a pre-recorded message in the
event of an incident and then directing them on
emergency procedures to follow. Part of the building
response system will also include a ventilation system
with manual shutoff control shall shut down airflow
and to caleulate the airflow and air exchanges within
the building in the event of an incident. The Plan will
outline the operational aspects of this system shall be
submitted to the Fire Department for review of
completeness and approval, prior to building
OCCUPANCY.

Responsibility: Applicant
Timing: Pdor to issuance of
any building permits.

Responsibility:

Fire Division

nitials

initials

date

date

Mitigation Measure 2:
The applicant shall update, to the satisfaction of the

city’s Fire Department, the Plan on an annual basis.
This update shall be conducted by a qualified safety
consultant and shall be coordinated with the City’s
Fire Departmment in order to assure continuity of the
implementation of the plan.

Responsibility: Applicant
Timing: Prior to issuance of
any building permits.

Responsibility:

Fire Division

initials

initials

date

date

ETA No. EA2004-2




Mitigation Measure 3:
The applicant shall prepare, to the satisfaction of the

City’s Fire Department, a Plan for the site, which
recognizes the nature of risks at the project site and in
the industrial area surrounding the project site. Such a
plan shall describe the evacuation/shelter-in-place
programs and all related emergency procedures. The
Plan shall include measures to protect personnel who
are on facility premises, both inside and ouiside
buildings. This plan shall also include emergency
supply provisions for a time period as determined by
the Fire Department. The development of the plan is
the responsibility of the applicant and shall be
approved prior to building occupancy. Proper
implementation of this plan on an on-going basis shall
be achieved by the property ovmer, to the satisfaction
of the City’s Fire Department, by submitting proof, on
an annual basis, which indicates training, annual
drills, and outreach have occurred

Responsibility: Applicant
Timing: Prior to issuance of
any building permits

Responsibility:
Fire Division

initials

initials

date

date

Mitication Measure 4:

The applicant shall annually review the Risk
Assessment survey and install additional safety
devices/equipment/safeguards of the protection of
occupants at the site (inside and outside of the
building) as a result of changes in uses in the
surrounding area.

Responsibility: Applicant
Timing: Prior to issuance of
any building permits.

Responsibility:
Fire Division.

initials

initials

date

date

EIA No. EA2004-2




